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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address « 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

• If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 15 October 2002 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)[3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) [3 Claim(s) 1^8 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1^8 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
1 !)□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (0- 

a)D All b)Q Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(s) 

1 ) £3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) D Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) [H Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-8 are pending. Applicant's 15 October 2002 Amendment has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 1, lines 7, 13 and 14, "the check writer" and "the limit" each lack antecedent basis 
and each is not clear what is being referenced. Applicant's comments have been reviewed, but 
are not convincing. Applicant claims from line 2 "a check writer" while from lines 4-5 "a 
plurality of check writers" is claimed. This creates confusion as to which check writer is being 
referenced. Following, Applicant's logic "storing historical data" is irrelevant to the "check 
writer" referenced from line 2. It would appear that that is not Applicant's intent. However, the 
claim is nebulous as to its meaning. Regarding "the limit" it is suggested that if Applicant is 
referencing the "money limit" from line 1, the modifier "money" be inserted before the word 
"limit" from lines 2 and 13. 
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Claim 2, line 2, "the approval" lacks antecedent basis and is not clear what is being 
referenced. Applicant's comments have been reviewed, but are not convincing. Claim 1, lines 
1-2 recite "A method of approving a money limit of check cashing for a time period during 
which a check writer . . " that does not positively recite "approval of the check writer" as recited 
from claim 2. Intended use language, e.g. "for a time period during which a check writer . . " 
does not correct this deficiency. As is, the Examiner is left to speculate as to what "the 
approval" is referencing. 

Claim 5, lines 2, 10, "the determined limit" and "the predetermined time" lacks 
antecedent basis and each is not clear what is being referenced. Applicant's comments have 
been reviewed, but are not convincing. The Examiner is in agreement that "the determined 
limit" does not appear in claim 2, line 10. It is noted that the Examiner did not assert this from 
Paper No. 5, page 2, paragraph 2. Claim 1, lines 1 and 13 do not cure this deficiency from Claim 
5, lines 2, 10. No "determined limit" appears in claim 1, line 1, while "the time" from claim 1, 
line 13 does not include the modifier "determined" as Applicant asserts. As is, the claim 5 
recitations are not clear what is being referenced. 

Claim 6, line 3, "the predetermined time" lacks antecedent basis is not clear 
what is being referenced. Applicant's comments have been reviewed regarding the assertions 
from claim 6, lines 3, 6, 7 regarding "the predetermined limit" and "the transaction amount" 
lacking antecedent basis. The comments are convincing. The examiner regrets these errors. 
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Claim 7, line 8, "the information" lacks antecedent basis and is not clear what is being 
referenced. Applicant's comments have been reviewed, but are not convincing. Applicant 
references "historical check writing information" and "identification information" from claim 7, 
lines 4 and 6 respectfully. As is, it is not clear what information is being referenced in this claim. 

Claim 7, lines 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 15 and 17, the phrases "a first mechanism" - "a second 
mechanism" - "a third mechanism" - "a fourth mechanism" - "a fifth mechanism" - "a sixth 
mechanism" and "a seventh mechanism" are not clear in juxtaposition with the descriptive 
portion of the specification and the drawings as each of these mechanisms are not clearly set 
forth. As is, it is not clear what information is being referenced in this claim. 

Claim 8, lines 5, 8 the phrase "for each of 5 is not clear. It is noted that line 2 is recited in 
the singular while line 5 may be viewed in the plural. From line 10, "the time period" lacks 
antecedent basis (is it the "one time period" from line 2 or "each of the at least one time period" 
from lines 5 or 8). As is, it is not clear what is being referenced. 

Correction is required. No new matter may be entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. Applicant's comments have been reviewed regarding the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection set 
forth in Paper No. 5. This rejection is withdrawn. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

6. Claims 1-8, as understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being clearly 
anticipated by Deaton et al., US 6,424,949 or Deaton, US 2002/0073019. 

7. Claim 1 and 8, as understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being clearly 
anticipated by Stinson et al., US 6,145,738 or 6,045,039 or Page, US 6,464,134. 

8. Claims 1, 2, 5, 7 and 8, as understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
clearly anticipated by Creekmore, US 4,187,498 or 4,109,238. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

9. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 



Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 
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10. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. 

The basis of this rejection is set forth in a two-prong test of: 

(1) whether the invention is within the technological arts; and 

(2) whether the invention produces a useful, concrete, and tangible result. 

For a claimed invention to be statutory, the claimed invention must be within the 
technological arts. Mere ideas in the abstract (i.e., abstract idea, law of nature, natural 
phenomena) that do not apply, involve, use, or advance the technological arts fail to promote the 
"progress of science and the useful arts" (i.e., the physical sciences as opposed to social sciences, 
for example) and therefore are found to be non-statutory subject matter. For a process, the 
recited process must somehow apply, involve, use, or advance the technological arts. 

In the present case, the claim language does not preclude everything from being done in 
ones head. The classifying, receiving, determining, scores and subscores, etc. reiterated in the 
claims do not preclude each from being done in ones mind alone or in combination with pen and 
pencil. Also, the seven "mechanisms" from claim 7 may be no more than that of a person using 
a pen and paper with the calculations being done in ones head. 

Further, no technological art is presently claimed. 

11. A further pertinent reference of interest: 

Swartz US Patent No. 5,877,485, discloses factors used for identification information. 
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Conclusion 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew Joseph Rudy whose telephone number is 703-308-7808. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday thru Friday, 7:30 a.m until 6 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Robert Olszewski can be reached on (703) 308-5183. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-305-7687 for 
regular communications and 703-305-7687 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

*** 

December 30, 2002 




